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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's amendment and response dated January 23, 2008 in responding to 
the Office Action of June 28, 2007 provided in tine rejection of all pending claims 1-6. 

Claims 1, 5, and 6 have been amended. 
None of the claims has been cancelled nor newly added. 
Thus, claims 1-6 are still pending in this application and which have been fully 
considered by the Examiner. 

2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP §706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 GFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 GFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Prior Art's Arguments - Rejections 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on January 23, 2008, especially on pages 9-1 0, with 

respect to new claim limitation, "a structure display device for causing to simultaneouslv 
display structure relationship of the analyzed structure relationship of said function block 
definition and structure relationship of the analyzed structure relationship of said 
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function block instance" are currently recited in claims 1 , and 5, have been fully 
considered but they are moot in view of new ground (s) rejections by Kodosky et al., (art 
made of record) as will be fully addressed under the Claim Rejections — starting from 
item (4) bellows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kodosky 
et al., (U.S. Patent No. 2003/0034998 Al - herein after Kodosky.- art made of records). 

As per claims 1 and 5, Kodosky discloses a method of displaying a program 
including function blocks for a display and edit device - (e.g., configuration diagram - 
see at least [0210], said method comprising the steps of: 

accessing said program stored in a program memory and analyzing structure 
relationship of function block definitions (program icons view in hierarchy view 
comprising an icon representing the main program and an icon representing each of the 
one or more sub-programs - see at least [0013], [0171], [0172], [0210], [021 1], FIGS 
15-20 and 21 B, and associated text) contained in said program; 
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accessing said program and analyzing structure relationship of function block 
instances contained in said program (e.g., displaying the specific relationship of the 
plurality programs according to a program execution hierarchy -see at least [0013], 
[0171], [0172], [0210], [0211], FIGS 15-20 and 21 B, and associated text); and 

displaying simultaneously the analyzed structure relationship of functional block 
definitions and the analyzed structure relationship of functional block instances on a 
same display screen (e.g., displaying the specific relationship of the plurality programs 
according to a program execution hierarchy -see at least [0013], [0171], [0172], [0210], 
[0211], FIGS 15-20 and 21 B, and associated text); 

Further regarding to claim 1, Kodosky also discloses a display and edit device 
(e.g., computer system 82, Fig. 1 - see at least [01 10]) for implementing the claim 1 
method as have been addressed above. 

As to claim 2, Kodosky discloses further comprising: an instance display device 
for causing to display a selected function block definition or a selected function block 
instance together with said structure relationship of the analyzed structure relationship 
of said function block definition and said structure relationship of the analyzed structure 
relationship of said function block instance (e.g., user can "drill down" in the 
configuration diagram to select a portion of the diagram such as sub system diagram - 
see at least [0016], Figs 15-20 and 21 B, and associated text); and 

a display judging device for causing said structure display device to display with 
an emphasis (e.g., highlighted) the structure relationship of said selected function block 
definition or selected function block instance or a corresponding portion of the structure 
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relationship of tlie function block instance (e.g., the various programs icons are 
highlighted to visually indicate which programs are executing - see at least [0041- 
0041], Figs 15-20 and 21 B, and associated text). 

As per claims 3 and 4, Kodosky discloses further comprising a display selector 
that selectively determines, when a command to switch display is received, whether a 
function block definition or a function block instance should be displayed, based on 
current display and current conditions of processing by said display and edit device and 
causes the determined display to be made - (e.g., user can "drill down" in the 
configuration diagram to select a portion of the diagram such as sub system diagram or 
program during executing- see at least [0016], Figs 15-20 and 21 B, and associated 
text). 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sojoodi et al., 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,437,805 B1 - hereinafter Soiood i - art of records). 

As to claim 6, Sojoodi discloses a computer-readable recording medium (e.g.., 
memory medium - see at least col. 56: 21) embodying a program (e.g., a program 
written in C language of a server 252 see column 14, lines 41 and 42) for displaying and 
editing a user program including function blocks (e.g., block diagram or VI diagram - 
see at least col. 1 1 : 40-41) for by a display and edit device (e.g., computer host 102 of 
Fig. 1 see detail column 11, lines 40-67 and column 12, lines 1-14), said program 
comprising: 

a first program portion (e.g., object node or object function nodes 266 of Fig. 3 
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see column 13, lines 33-35; also see e.g., object controls 274 column 13, lines 26-29 ) 
for accessing the program containing function blocks and being stored in a program 
memory (e.g., main memory 206 of Fig. 2 see column 1 1 , lines 52-55) and analyzing 
structure relationship of function block definitions (e.g., object refnum, and object open 
node see detail column 13, lines 37-40) contained in said program ; 

a second program portion (e.g., object manager 268 of Fig. 3 see column 13, 
lines 47-52) for accessing said program and analyzing structure relationship of function 
block instances (e.g., instantiated object from the classes exported by the object server 
252 see column 14, lines 43-44 ) contained in said program; and 

a third program portion (e.g.. Block Diagram Editor 264 of Fig. 3 see column 13, 
lines 40-46) for displaying the analyzed structure relationship of functional block 
definitions and the analyzed structure relationship of functional block instances on the 
same display screen (e.g., the block diagram comprises program execution element, 
referred to as nodes, which are wired or linked together to produce a data flow program 
of Fig. 6 see column 13, lines 1-6). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 

applicant disclosure. 

Kudukoli (US 7, 210,117) is cited to teach graphical programming generating in 
response to receiving program information. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marina Lee whose telephone number is (571 ) 270- 
1648. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (1 1am-7: 30pm) Est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marina Lee/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



/Tuan Q. Dam/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



